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Ry fint to 7aL.l\9A9n and hy mail 

Generd Counsd's Office 
Atto: Jcfif S. Jordan, Esquire 

Supervisory Attorney 
Fbdeid Electkm (Conunisskm 
999ES0«et,N.W. 
Wadunsion, D.C. 20463 

Re: MUR 6296: Re«p«n«i» «f r«iiipB|ĝ  J ^ j ^ to Compldm 

DearShrs: 

This fum represcms Campaign fiir Liberty in the dxive-referenced matter. By letter 
dated May 26,2010, and recdved by our diem on June 1,2010, yon notified our diem that 
the Federd Election Commission ("FEC") had recdved a letter ccmplaim dtegiog that 
Canipaign for Liberty may have vfoteted the Federd Election Campaign Act of 1971 
("FECA"), and you invited our diem's response witttin 15 days ofthe receipt of your letter. 

On June 10,2010, we faxed and nulled you the Stttemem of Designation of Counsd, 
signed by John Tate as Presklem of Campaign fiir Liberty, designating the undersigned and 
WilltemJ. Olson of tius ofifice as counsd in tins nutter, m accordance wtth your instructions, 
and wc asked fiir an extension of tune of two weeks within whicfa to submit tiiis response, 
mddng tiic response due on or before June 30,2010. Thank you fat grammg tiut extension m 
your letter of June 10,2010. 

This letter, accompanied by the Dedaration of John Tate, Presidem of Campaign for 
Liberty, constitutes the response of Campaign for Lilierty to the letter compldm. 

Confidentiality 

Please be advised that our cliem does not waive confidemiality, and widies this matter 
to remain confulentid, in accordance witii 2 U.S.C. sections 437g(a)(4)(B) and 
437g(a)(12)(A). 
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The Complaint 

MUR 6296 was institoted by tiie FEC foltowmg flie filmg of a letter conqilaim 
("Comphihit"), dated May 18,2010, liy Charles R. Grice Jr., |, Aurora, 
Colorado. Acoompanymg die Comphdbit were a number of exhttnts, Ubded A tiuougjh L . 
The Complamt alleges vfotetion of FECA 1̂  a nmnber of individuals and entities — including 
(Campaign far Liberty (also lefeiired to as "C!FL") — m connection wifli tiu campaign for a 
U.S. Senate sem from Colorado of candklate Keimeth R. Buck. 

rt 
The Complaim charges three incorporated lespondems — Americans for Job Security 

(N ((also referred to as *AJS"), Dedaratum Allianoe (also referred to as *DL"), and CFL — 
^ with having recdved funds "fuimeled'' to them by Hensd Phdps Construction ConapRiiy 
^ and/or Jeny L. Morgensen, alleged in flu Complamt to be a federd govenmum CQipoiate 
ST contractor and ite chief executive ofilcer ("CEO"), lespectivdy, "and/or oflier individuals who 
^ have comribnted in excess of the maximum allovrable comribution limit of $2,400 per 
^ uidividud" (Comphum, p. 3), and having spent such funds on tdeviskm ad campaigns 
^ attedring one or more of Buck's potentid primaiy opponente, or for tdevision ad campaign 

and campaign literature promoting Buck fbr tiu U.S. Senate. 

The comphum dleges broadly thm contributkms to CFL, AJS and DL constttutcd 
impennissible coordmated canipdgn expenditures and were contributions in excess of the FEC 
limtts. See Complaim, pp. 3-6. Ncverflidess, the ody dlegations in the Omiplaim 
referencmg CFL are set fortii on pages 3 and 4 of the (Complauit, as follows: 

Just befiire that, in Januaiy 2010, intending to benefit Buck and 
the Buck Committee and, upon informatfon and beiief, with the 
involvemem of Jdm Holding, ^̂ ™r*'E" ^ Lflberty used fimds 
funnded to it by Heusd Phe^ and/or Mmgensen and/or oflier 
indivkluals who have contributed m excess of the maximum 
dlowable comribution Ihnit of $2,400 per uulivkhid to spend 
approximately $329,000 on a television ad campaign attacking 
one of Buck's potentid primary opponems. See attached Exhibit 
J. [Complamt, p. 3, emphasis added.] 

* * 4 i « * i | i 

As is clear from the foregoing, the ... Campaign for Liberty ... 
television ad buys made fiir the benefit of Buck and the Budc 
Coimnittee ... were financed, upon information and lidief, !iy 
Morgensen, Hensel Phelp, oflier contributors, Cadu Banks and 
Trust, Chedey CO , and/or Mrs Buck.... As sudi, these 
contributions constimte comributions in excess of the permissible 
FEC lunits, impermissible coordinated campaign expemlitures 
and prohibited corporate oontriimttons by a major federal 
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govenmum contiactor and/or a regulated baddqg mstitutioo. 
[Complamt, p. 4, emphasis added.] 

Aaallyaia of ADegBtions Agdnst Canqmign for Lilierty. 

The complaim aUeges the CFL ad consthuted "mqurmissttile coordinaled 
communicatkms and prdubited CQmribntkms" (Complaim, p. 4), nnplies thm tiu CFL ad was 
a campaign ad, and tiun aUcges *sppaiem cooperation" between Campaign fiir Liber̂ , "and 
Budc and tiu Buck Committee" (Complaim, p. 5). However, tiu Complaim is devoid of any 
fiute tiut wodd warram a condusion dther that the CFL ad was a campaign ad, or thm there 

(\i was any coordination whatsoever between Campaign fbr Liberty and Buck or the Buck 
ST Campaign.' 
CO 

^ ThealtachedDedarationof JohnTatesupportetfaefiuttlutlluad wasanusuead, and 
<i7 tiiere was no such coordinatum. Mr. Tate, who personally was mvolved in approving, 
0 creating, and prodndng flu CPL issue ad evidenced by Exhibit J to flu (Conqdamt (̂ ee Jdm 
^ Tate Dedaration, f 4), has dedared tiut CFL had no involvemem with flu persons and emhies 

dleged to have bem hs coordinators m the Complaim. See Jdm Tate Dedaration, 11 5,6 
and 7. The allegations in the Complaim — wludi are made iqxm supposed and unexplained 
"infiirmation and belief — are spurious concoctions thm have no apparem fisctnd basis 
whatsoever and are expressly domed by Campaign fiir Liberty. 

The comphum alleges severd violations of tiu FECA and rdated FEC regulatkms by 
the other Respondents refened to above — Kenneth R. Buck, Buck for Colorado, Declaration 
Allianoe, Americans for Job Security, Jeny L. Moigensen, Hensd Phelps Constioctum Co., 
and Peny L. Buck. As tiu attadied DecUuatiQn of Jdm Tate reveate. Campaign fbr liberty 
had no dealings wtth aî  of those indivkluals or entities in comuction the ad thm it sponsored 
in Januaiy 2010, atladud as Exhibit J to tiu Comphum. See John Tate Dedaratum, 11 5,6 
and 7. Tiu ad sponsored by Campaign fbr Liberty was conodved of, designed, and produced 
by Campaign fiir Liberty, witiiout any commumcatkm to, or coordination with, or funding by 
Kenneth R. Bud̂  or flu Buck Committee, or any agem actnig on thdr bdidf. See Jdm Tate 
Declaration, 114-7. 

rt 

* The (Complaim's lack of specificity wtth respem to the supposed coordinmkin 
between CFL and the Buck Committee can be contrasted with the dlegdums of coordination 
against AJS. See Complamt, pp. 3 and 4. The Comphum, m pages 5-6, asserte spedfic fects 
about AJS and the Buck Committee — and then inexplicdily lumps Campaign fbr Liberty into 
the mix, condudmg thm the television ad expenditures of (Campaign for Liberty "constitute 
impermissible in-kind contributions to Buck and the Buck Committee ...." Ccnnplaim, p. 6 
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Request for Dianiissd 

The (Conqilauit makes generd allegatkms agemst Campaign for Liberty "iqxm 
mfiinnation and bdicT (see Complamt, pp. 3,4), bm those allegations are disproved expresdy 
liy the Dedaratum of John Tate, the presklem of Campaign fiir Libertyand those 
dlegatkms of flu Comphum provkte no lusis fiv proceedmg agamst (Campaign fiv Liberty in 
flusMUR. 

1̂  Accordingly, Campaign for Liberty respectfully requests the dismissal of flu Complaim 
^ agamst it, with no actum being recominended againm or tdua agamst (Campaign fiir Uboty. 
rM 11 CFR lll.S(b). 
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Sincerely yours, 

JdhliS. Miles 

JSM:mm 
Enclosure 

cc: John Tate, Presklem 
(Campaign fbr Lfluity 


